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Blackburn; Mr. C.J. Healey; Mr. P. N. Dalton; Prof. S. Scheinberg; Prof. 
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Dean R.J. Parker; Prof. D. Andrus; Prof. E.J. Sacca; 'Dean G. Valaskakis; 
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S. McDonough; Prof. U de Brentani; Dean C.A. Ross; Prof. J. Drysdale; 
Mr. T. El Naggar; Mr. L. Podgurny; Ms. M. Giles; Ms. H. McLeod; Dr. 
R. Bonin; Dean M. Kusy; Prof. T.J. Tomberlin; Mr. R. Hall; Prof. 
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ABSENT WITH REGRETS: Dr. M. Cohen; Me B. Gaudet; Prof. B. MacKay; 


ABSENT: 
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Prof. D. Cheeke; Prof. L. Kryzanowski; Ms. K. 
Hendriksen; Mr. R. Sedra; Prof. M. Bryan. 


Dr. D. Boisvert. 


Call to Order 


The meeting was called to order at 2:09 pm. 


Approval of Agenda 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN PARKER, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT THE AGENDA, AS PRESENTED, BE 
APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 
Dr. Kenniff advised that the next Agenda item would be dealt with in 
"Closed Session", and he asked those in attendance who were not members 


of Senate to leave the meeting. 


OPEN SESSION 


Approval of Minutes 


Dr. Kenniff advised that the Minutes of the Senate meeting of 24 September 
1993 had not been completed in time for circulation in advance of today's 
meeting, and that they would be put over f or approval at the next Senate 
meeting. 


93-9-7 


93-9-8 


93-9-9 


93-9-10 


93-9-11 


Remarks from the Chair 


Commenting with respect to a document which had been recently released 
by the Minister of Higher Education and Science, entitled Indicateurs de 
l'activité universitaire, Dr. Kenniff advised that it represented a very serious 
and thorough attempt to provide quantifiable information about Québec 
universities, information with respect to teaching, research, grants, 
enrolments, graduation rates, etc.; that copies would be forwarded to 
members of Senate as soon as they were available; and that members' views 
or assessments of the information contained therein would be appreciated. 


Items for Information 


Dr. Kenniff identified the following documents which had been circulated 
and were being tabled for information: 


- Report concerning the Southern Asia Studies Programmes 
(Document US-93-9-D2(a)); 


- Report concerning the Joint Programme in Biochemistry and 
Molecular Biology (Document US-93-9-D3); 


- Annual Report from the University Library Committee (Document 
US-93-9-D4). 


Ms. Giles announced the appointment of and introduced Mr. Christopher 
Healey as an undergraduate student representative on Senate, replacing Mr. 
Christopher Kuilman who had resigned. 


In announcing that Concordia University would be sponsoring, for the tenth 
time, the Science Exhibition to be held on 30 and 31 October 1993. Prof. 
Pallen advised that the event was being sponsored in conjunction with the 
Pointe Claire Cultural Centre; that the Exhibition would involve departments 
from the Faculties of Arts and Science and Engineering and Computer 
Science, including the departments of Biology, Building Studies, Chemistry 
and Biochemistry, Communication Studies, Computer Science, Exercise 
Science, Geography, Mechanical Engineering, and Physics; that 
approximately 40 students and 10 professors were involved; that an 
estimated 2000 visitors were expected to attend; that the Exhibition was 
affiliated with a Royal Society of Canada programme for the "Public 
Awareness of Science", Quinzaine des sciences, the National Chemistry 
Week, and the National Science and Technology Week. He also invited and 
urged all Senators and members of the University community to attend the 
Science Exhibition which would be held at Stewart Hall, Pointe Claire, 
between 10:00 am. and 5:00 pm., 30 and 31 October 1993. 


Question Period 


Responding to questions from Mr. Podgurny concerning a request from the 
Society of Automotive Engineers (SAE) for additional space in the Hall 
Building basement, the absence of official notification of impending eviction 


93-9-12 


93-9-13 


93-9-14 


from their existing allocated space, and the possibility of tabling 
documentation at Senate with respect to the rationale for any decisions 
concerning this, Dr. Bertrand stated that the very valued SAE's operation in 
the Hall Building garage was something that the University wished to 
support and promote; that the low ceiling, poor ventilation, concerns of the 
Environmental Health and Safety Office vis-a-vis fiber-glass, the chemical 
fumes from paint, and the desperate need of storage space throughout the 
University where safety factors were not a consideration, etc., had all been 
contributing factors with respect to the closing of the parking garage; that it 
was his understanding that members of his staff, the Associate Dean, 
Student Affairs, Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science, and the 
students involved were attempting to find suitable alternate space for the 
SAE close to the Hall Building; and that he would be happy to table an 
information document on a possible solution with Senate as soon as 
available. 


Expressing concern with respect to the format of the Annual Report from 
the University Library Committee (Document US-93-9-D4), Prof. Drysdale 
wondered whether the possibility of a more narrative format, which might 
enhance discussion, could be considered by the Steering Committee vis-a- 
vis the submission of future annual reports. 


In response to the above, Dr. Kenniff advised that it was possible that 
committees might be asked to present, in future, informative narratives on 
their activities as opposed to a listing of their areas of concern; and that he 
would be happy to pass on to the Steering Committee the point that had 
been made for general consideration as to the format of reports, and perhaps 
to the University Library Committee to encourage them to do better in the 
current year. 


Appointments to Senate Committees 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN PARKER, SECONDED BY MS. GILES, 
THAT THE APPOINTMENTS TO SENATE COMMITTEES, AS 
CONTAINED IN DOCUMENT US-93-9-D5, BE APPROVED. 
MOTION CARRIED. 


Undergraduate Curriculum Changes Faculty of Arts and Science 


With respect to this item, Dr. Kenniff drew members' attention to the 
Faculty of Arts and Science Undergraduate Curriculum Proposals for 
1994-1995 (Document US-93-9-D6), the administrative responses and 
recommendations from the Dean of the Faculty and the Chair of the 
Philosophy Department (Document US-93-9-D6(a)), and the Report from 
the Academic Programmes Committee (Document US-93-9-D7). 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN VALASKAKIS, SECONDED BY PROF. 
KNITTER, THAT THE UNDERGRADUATE CURRICULUM 
CHANGES IN THE FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCE, AS 
PROPOSED IN DOCUMENT US-93-9-D6, BE APPROVED, SUBJECT 


TO THE COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE 
ACADEMIC PROGRAMMES COMMITTEE (DOCUMENT 
US-93-9-D7). 


Dean Valaskakis requested. and it was agreed, that speaking privileges be 
granted to Dr. Christopher Gray, Chair, Philosophy Department, Dr. 
Prudence Allen, and Dr. Florence Stevens, Vice-Dean, Faculty of Arts and 
Science. 


In introductory remarks, Dean Valaskakis advised that she was extremely 
proud of the curriculum changes and the work that the Philosophy 
Department had put into developing the proposals over the past 2 years in 
response to a Departmental appraisal process; that there were no resource 
implications to the proposed changes; and that she fully supported the 
curriculum changes proposed in Document US-93-9-D6. 


With respect to comments in the curriculum documents to the effect that the 
Department's wish to move beyond traditional western philosophy was 
inhibited by the current staffing situation, Prof. Scheinberg expressed 
concern that, given that this was the 1990's, the Department's objective 
should have already been realized or it should be taking quick action to 
ensure that more than western-biased offerings were available; but he 
emphasized that his remarks were not intended as a criticism of the 
Philosophy Department, which, in his opinion, had designed a proposal that 
was realistically in line with the staff that they currently had. At the same 
time, however, he proposed that a rider be added to the motion on the floor 
to the effect that the Philosophy Department be instructed to consult with 
other University departments, particularly the Department of Religion, with 
a view towards the possibility of cross-listing courses in non-western areas, 
and to report back to Senate as soon as possible with respect to the progress 
of negotiations. 


In response to the above, Dean Valaskakis argued that the proposal included 
a new course in non-western philosophy and a new course in feminism; that 
there was every indication on the part of the Department that it was 
encouraging curriculum development in that direction; that the matter was 
also referred to in a comment in the report from the Academic Programmes 
Committee (Document US-93-9-D7) ; that in consequence, in her opinion, it 
was unnecessary to add a rider to the motion requiring the Department 
actually to begin such negotiations; that such negotiations would occur in 
any event and not only with the Religion Department, but also with the 
Department of Sociology and Anthropology where a number of resources 
were available; and that a rider beyond what was already stated in the APC 
Report was unnecessary. 


Following upon a number of comments in support of the thrust of Prof. 
Scheinberg's proposal but without necessarily making it a rider to the 
motion on the floor, Dr. Kenniff suggested that it was important to note that 
there was an interest in Senate to ensure that the recommendation and 
comment referred to in the APC Report was pursued as actively as possible 
by the Department. 


Commenting in support of proposing his suggestion as a formal amendment 
to the motion, Dr. Scheinberg argued that if Senate was about to approve a 
general change with respect to Philosophy, it ought to be more than just a 
good wish that the Department should move in that direction; but rather, that 
Senate should advise the Department that it could move in that direction 
immediately, and that it was being encouraged to so in the manner 
suggested. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. SCHEINBERG, 
SECONDED BY PROF. SACCA, THAT MEMBERS OF THE 
PHILOSOPHY DEPARTMENT BE ASKED TO ENTER INTO 
DISCUSSIONS WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF RELIGION AND 
OTHER INTERESTED OR RELEVANT DEPARTMENTS, INCLUDING 
SOCIOLOGY AND ANTHROPOLOGY, CONCERNING THE 
POSSIBILITY OF CROSS-LISTING COURSES RELATED TO 
NON-WESTERN PHILOSOPHY; AND TO REPORT BACK TO 
SENATE ON THIS MATTER. 


Speaking against the proposed amendment, Dean Valaskakis argued that 
there were provisions within the curriculum proposals as stated for both 
non-western and feminist philosophy; that while she strongly supported 
both concepts, she felt that Senate would be moving in a very questionable 
direction in adding an amendment to a curriculum proposal document asking 
a department to report back to Senate as to whether or not it had had 
discussions with other departments; that a "rider" was already included in 
the motion by virtue of the report from APC (Document US-93-9-D7); that 
considerable discussion had taken place with respect to this issue, as 
recorded in the minutes of the meetings of the various bodies involved, and 
that the Philosophy Department would be well-advised to undertake the 
discussions that had been suggested; that, in addition, the APC could be 
asked to monitor the situation vis-a-vis subsequent curriculum submissions; 
that it would be a bad precedent for Senate to move into 
"micro-management" of curriculum proposals in regard to requiring 
departments to consult each other and to report back, that that was not the 
role of Senate, even within the context of being the highest academic body 
in the University; that rather, committees existed to look at details and to 
micro-manage curriculum, and that Senate considered documents on the 
basis of the reports from those committees; that the curriculum proposals 
now before Senate had been looked at in great detail during two years of 
work at the departmental level, through months of work at the Faculty level, 
and in equally great detail at APC; and that the document was now ready for 
approval as it stood, with the comments from APC as contained in 
Document US-93-9-D7. 


In continuing discussion, it was argued that it was not appropriate for 
Senate to instruct departments to seek curriculum resources, including 
faculty members, from other departments which presumably had their own 
constraints; that the Philosophy Department had already indicated that it 
would undertake discussions with other departments; that if the Philosophy 
Department truly had a staffing need, it should be seriously addressed by 


the Department as a hiring priority issue as soon as possible, and that the 
Department should make its own decisions and not have to be dependent on 
the good will of Sociology and Religion; that adopting the amendment 
would be establishing a precedent whereby a department's needs were to be 
met by cognate departments whose resources undoubtedly would be used 
first to satisfy their own priority needs; that while Senate might suggest or 
encourage departments to move in certain directions, given the present trend 
towards departments being encouraged to manage their own affairs, it 
should not do so by way of directives, nor without feed-back from the 
relevant Faculty. 


In other comments, it was suggested that more attention should be paid to 
the practice of cross-listing courses, and that something should be done, 
perhaps through APC, to encourage a more serious look and more 
conversation between departments vis-a-vis cross-listing courses; that there 
were two issues involved, 1.e., the movement of the Philosophy Department 
towards a more non-western and feminist curriculum, with respect to which 
Senate presumably was in agreement, and the issue of the sharing of 
resources by cross-listing courses; that the latter issue might be dealt with in 
a separate recommendation to APC to the effect that every curriculum 
change submission should be looked at with a view towards ensuring that 
resources were being shared to the extent possible across departments; and 
that whether the suggestion from APC was strong enough, or whether an 
actual amendment was added to the motion, the Minutes of the meeting 
would clearly indicate that Senate wished to see the Philosophy Department 
move in the direction being proposed. 


Dr. Kenniff suggested that perhaps the Philosophy curriculum proposals 
might be dealt with first, and that the issue raised in the amendment vis-a- 
vis cross-listing courses and sharing of resources, which was of interest for 
all programmes and units in the University, might be referred to APC for 
consideration in its broader implications. 


During continuing discussion on the amendment, it was argued that Senate 
should not be performing micro-management vis-a-vis curriculum changes; 
that the proposal now before Senate had been analysed by the Department, 
the Faculty, and APC; and that requiring that a proposal that had been vetted 
through that process would have to come back to Senate for micro-analysis 
was not an efficient process. Senate was also provided with Philosophy 
Department information on courses which were currently cross-listed with 
other programmes, departments and units, and previous offerings with 
respect to non-western philosophy, etc. 


Commenting on the phrase "micro-management", Prof. Scheinberg stated 
that he did not wish to see Senate become a "rubber-stamp" operation, and 
that Senate should either be allowed to look at broad aspects, as opposed to 
micro-aspects, of curriculum or that curriculum change proposals should 
not come to Senate at all; that many departments throughout the University, 
and many universities, were struggling to move away from the western 
civilization bias with which they had historically begun; that in some ways, 
what was being presented was a very traditional kind of curriculum; that he 


was not attempting to intrude on the space of committees, the Faculty or the 
Department, whose members he had great respect for, and which in his 
opinion, beyond all doubt, had presented a rounded programme; that Senate 
should deal with large problems, one of which was the question of the 
direction in which it wished to see University programmes move, but 
without specifying course- by-course detail; that his amendment was simply 
asking the Philosophy Department to look into the possibility of 
cross-listing courses, and to let us know; that this was not 
micro-management, nor was it stepping into anyone's territory; and that if 
Senate had any curriculum responsibility, it should either exercise it in the 
broad areas, or abdicate its responsibility altogether. 


In response to the above, Dean Valaskakis, argued that Senate did not have 
the necessary detailed information that had been available to APC or the 
Faculty curriculum committee, nor did it have the details with respect to 
currently cross-listed courses or historical information on the classical 
formation of the Philosophy Department, which had changed considerably 
in regard to its curriculum through the work that had been done over the 
past two years; that APC was requesting that the direction cited on the basis 
of the new courses in non-western and feminist philosophy be encouraged, 
and that for Senate to go beyond that vis-a-vis the amendment, was, in her 
opinion, "micro-management", because it would not only be instructing the 
Department what to do, but how to do it, i.e. , through cross-listing courses 
with specific departments, and to report back to Senate; and that given that 
APC had specifically mentioned in its report that this was a direction which 
it was applauding and encouraging, it was inappropriate to have Senate go 
beyond approving the curriculum proposal now before it. 


THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS DEFEATED, (8 in 
favour; 15 opposed; 5 abstentions). 


During continuing discussion, it was suggested that in instances where 
more courses existed in a given discipline than were offered on an annual 
basis, including prerequisite courses, steps should be taken to ensure that 
students were informed of course offerings on more than an annual basis in 
order to permit long-range course schedule planning vis-a-vis their 
programmes of study; and it was suggested that the issue might be looked at 
by the APC, as well as those who were responsible for preparing the 
Calendars. 


A question was also raised and responded to concerning possible 
substitutions for philosophy courses which were being cancelled or where 
sections were being reduced, particularly Philosophy 201 and 202, which 
were often taken by students in other programmes as general education 
courses. 


With respect to the question of informing students on the availability of 
course offerings on a long-term basis, Dr. Bertrand advised that other than 
the purely technical role of publishing information, the people responsible 
for producing the University Calendar would not be involved with 
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departmental and Faculty academic planning decisions vis-a-vis multi-year 
rolling schedules with respect to course offerings. 


THE MAIN MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED. 


Revision of the Membership of the Council of the Faculty of Commerce and 
Administration. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN ROSS, SECONDED BY PROF. DE 
BRENTANI, THAT SENATE APPROVE AND RECOMMEND TO THE 
BOARD OF GOVERNORS, THE REVISION OF THE MEMBERSHIP 
OF THE COUNCIL OF THE FACULTY OF COMMERCE AND 
ADMINISTRATION AS PROPOSED IN DOCUMENT US-93-9-D8. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Next Meeting 


In announcing that the next Senate meeting would be held on Friday, 12 
November 1993, Dr. Kenniff advised that because the Faculty of 
Commerce and Administration Awards of Distinction were being presented 
at noon-time on that day, the Senate meeting would begin at 2:30 pm. rather 
than the usual time at 2:00 pm. 


Adjournment 


The meeting was adjourned at 3:07 pm. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


